ADAPTED FRAGMENT OF CORRESPONDENCE 
EXCHANGE VII: On leftism and COVID-19.' 


M: In its day (early in the 2000s, when primitivism was fashionable) I read quite many 
texts about the critique of civilization and technique. And, though there were many 
authors and groups then who tried to co-opt such theories for anarchist stances, I also 
was aware that some other authors didn’t idealized primitive life or societies, and didn’t 
go beyond defending a life close to nature, a decent life, with its clear and dark tones, 
but without renouncing to the hardness and austerity that avoiding technology and 
comfort implies. 


I like many of the “basic” points of this philosophy (yours and Ted Kaczynski’s), but I 
see them as something more romantic or poetic than a philosophical theory with which 
the masses can identify themselves and which can bring a decisive change in the course 
of this civilization. I cannot say that I am an anarchist, but I identify myself with such 
ideas and, paradoxically regarding what I just have said, with those most related with 
workerism and class struggle. And this is not because I accept or worship human 
progress, nor anything of the kind. But I do accept the division that capitalistic logic has 
caused in this world... On the other hand, I always have assumed as a more than decent 
life the subsistence economy and its “hardness”, and the time for oneself, beyond the 
comfort and the false freedom of purchasing imposed crap. I greatly distrust technology. 


U.R.: Neither I had anything to do with primitivism nor I idealize the primitive. It is just 
that I think that primitive life, with all its problems and hardships, would be preferable 
to the civilized because it is the life for which we are genetically adapted by natural 
selection and because it was the way of life least harmful for Nature (if only because 
primitive people, lacking advanced technological means, usually couldn’t cause much 
damage to it). And that’s all. I neither think that primitive life was Eden Garden or 
paradise, nor primitive people were angels. Most of them usually were as assholes and 
motherfuckers as most of the rest of humans in the rest of the ages. In fact, I think that if 
a time-machine were devised and most primitivists (1.e., those who romanticize 
primitive people) were sent to prehistory, they wouldn’t last long. If conditions of the 
wild environment didn’t kill them, those primitive people, whom they so much idealize, 
would. 


You are right that my ideas, or Kaczynski’s, are not for the masses. But there is no need 
to be. It is not about changing masses’ ideas so that society changes. It is about 
physically changing society (more concretely, destroying it). And to attain this there is 
no need to change anybody’s mind. What is needed are just some people (not necessary 
many) who are already clear in mind about these ideas and goal, who have enough 
courage to strive to get the means to achieve it, and who, when the time comes, just try 
to achieve it. In fact, it is impossible to change the way of thinking and acting of the 
masses without using a hugely powerful and extensive propagandistic or/and repressive 
apparatus, which unavoidably implies the need for a technoindustrial society, which is 
precisely what has to be eliminated. So, this would be barking the wrong tree. To 
believe (as, for example, many anarchists believe) that the way of thinking and acting of 
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the masses can be changed or that the masses themselves will see the light and change 
willingly, the easy way, without cheating or forcing them to do it is to be in the clouds, 
to be a dreamer. So what? Do you still think that our ideas are “romantic”? Who is the 
romantic, that who believes (or rather prefers to believe) that masses will get woke and 
change willingly or that who knows and acknowledges that this is not going to happen, 
and thus looks for other avenues to attain the goal of destroying the technoindustrial 
system? 


I am not sure that I am completely understanding what you mean by “I cannot say that I 
am an anarchist, but I identify myself with such ideas and, paradoxically regarding what 
I just have said, with those most related with workerism and class struggle. And this is 
not because I accept or worship human progress, nor anything of the kind. But I do 
accept the division that capitalistic logic has caused in this world...” but I think that I 
grasp more or less the basic point of it. It is not so paradoxical; most leftists (including 
anarchists) don’t acknowledge that they are leftists. If something is clear is that all this 
spiel about anticapitalism, class struggle, workerism, etc. is leftism (in fact, it is the 
classical, old-fashioned, socialist, textbook leftism). It perhaps has nothing to do with 
things like animalism, gay rights defense, the struggle against patriarchy, etc. because it 
is older than these other tendencies (the former is the leftism of the nineteenth century 
and first half of the twentieth century and all the latter tendencies have been developing 
and becoming widespread later), but it is leftism anyway.” 


M: How do you see all this litany about coronavirus and its consequences in the short 
and long run? 


U.R.: To be honest, the more I think about coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2), the less I 
understand it. I have seen and heard so much nonsense during the last year regarding 
this subject that I don’t know what to think. But, in sum, I will tell you that: 


= The origin of the virus is not clear to me. Perhaps it never will be clear. But being it 
created in a lab or from “natural” origin, the truth is that it is greatly a product of 
current society’s technological and social development (especially, demographic 
growth). Because, even if the origin of the virus were “natural”, it actually wouldn’t 
be natural (in the sense of non-artificial) at all, but something caused by the 
destruction, degradation or explotation of wild ecosystems, which makes wildlife to 
have a more closer and frequent (direct or indirect) contact with humans and 
transmit their pathogens to us (most of the greatest infectious human diseases — 
epidemics and pandemics- are zoonosis that have their origins in this kind of 
processes); by the crowding of large numbers of people in population centres, which 
makes possible or easier the existence and perpetuation of contagions; and by fast 
and long distance transportation means which make possible the expansion of 
pathogens.’ So, anyway, it is technological and social development’s fault. 


= The way containtment measures are being implemented is a bloody chaos, so 
nobody can understand it. Just as disease evolution statistics. Either they are false or 
they are poorly done, but they have no logic at all. In many ocassions both statistics 
and containment measures have much more to do with economics and politics than 
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with epidemiology. And I an not referring just to Spain, but to the world generally. 
In other countries it is all equally illogic, although they can differ in some aspects. 


I don’t trust at all anti-COVID-19 vaccines. If we take into account the record of 
side, undesired, unforeseen and harmful effects of technofixes (i.e., the development 
and implementation of technologies to try to solve problems —usually caused or 
aggravated by technology itself-) throughout history, there is no reason to believe 
the these vaccines are going to be an exception. It is very probable that they will 
bring more problems than those they fix, especially in the long run. And even more 
so being done in a hurry, without a long and conscientious trial period (which is 
what is usually done and should be done with any vaccine; and even so there often 
appear problems). 


It is obvious that with the excuse of containing the virus, many governments and 
politicians, and most probably other powerful individuals and organizations too (like 
pharmaceutical corporations, for example), have tried to benefit from the situation, 
imposing authoritarian social measures, deflecting the attention from other issues, 
using the mess to maneuver and make dirty tricks, selling technofixes, etc. 


And what is worse: In the long run, it is very probable that all this strengthens the 
technoindustrial system, rather than weaken it. First, even though all this has caused 
an economic crisis, I don’t think that this crisis will be as big as to weaken much the 
system. And regarding the amount of deaths, they are not as many as to weaken the 
system globally. A few millions of dead people among 8 billions are negligible in 
this respect. However, in the meanwhile, with or without lockdown, due to the 
restrictions and the fear of contagion, people stay much more time shut in their 
homes and hooked on to TV and the Internet, and thus alienated not only from 
Nature, but even from reality. This will help to make them even more accustomed to 
live an ever more virtual “reality” in an even more artificial environment and to take 
reality (and nature) ever less as a reference, thus reinforcing their dependence on 
modern technology. In fact, all this will clear the way for the further and easier 
advance of the development of the technoindustrial system. The less non-virtual or 
non-digital references people have, the easier for them to accept their gradual fusion 
with machines and/or a live in ever more unnatural conditions, and the less they will 
worry about what will be lost along the way (wild nature, the free expression of 
human nature, traditional culture, the notion of what the human being is, and even 
the very human biology and body). And, more concretely, the vaccines, in the short 
run, and until their probable negative effects become apparent in the long run (if 
they ever become apparent and be acknowledged), will reassure people’s faith in 
modern technology, in technofixes, presenting the technoindustrial system as a 
saviour rather than as the cause of the problem, which it is in fact. In any case, I 
don’t think that all this will bring any good. It smells fishy. 


